L IFE-SPAN developmental psychologists and gerontologists know age is more a convenient marker of developmental progress and maturity than a cause of developmental change per se. At the same time, they readily acknowledge the infl uence of interactions between persons and larger environments. Such an interaction occurs in many societies when a person turns 65 years of age and both the person and others construe that birthday as a gateway to the " later life " phase of the life span.
When I applied to edit this journal, I noticed that managing submissions for volume 65 would be part of my responsibilities. Given the social meaning of age 65 years, it seemed appropriate to recognize this particular milestone in a journal devoted to research on psychological processes of aging.
Psychologists who study aging sometimes focus on the benefi ts of life review. In keeping with the notion that looking back can be a useful way of gaining insights for the future, Nicole Sanford and I undertook a review of the 437 articles published in Journal of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences ( JG: PS ) from 2000 to 2008 ( M = 48.6 articles per year, R = 32 -60) as a partial assessment of recent trends in this fi eld. As shown in Table 1 , we identifi ed eight broad topic areas addressed by these manuscripts; the dominant topic among the primary foci was aspects of cognitive functioning (40%), followed by other topics such as well-being, health, and personality with much lower frequencies. About 41% of the reports incorporated a secondary topic and about 6% included a tertiary one; health was the most common accompanying focus.
We found 400 empirical studies and 37 review essays or commentaries. Among the 400 data-based reports, 99.7% employed quantitative methods, with data collected by questionnaires ( n = 158, 39.5%), assessments of task performance ( n = 109, 27.3%), face-to-face interviews ( n = 73, 18.3%), results of an experiment ( n = 40, 10%), or telephone interviews ( n = 11, 2.8%). Cross-sectional designs dominated ( n = 256, 64%), whereas longitudinal designs were presented less often ( n = 138, 34.5%). Data were collected most typically from one state in the United States ( n = 146, 36.5%) or came from international sources ( n =137, 34.8%), with U.S. national data ( n = 86, 21.5%), data from multiple U.S. states ( n = 8, 2%), and U.S. plus international data ( n = 7, 1.8%) much rarer.
The majority of studies were based on individuals (93.8%), with very few dyads, families, or groups repre-Editorial Looking Back and Looking Ahead as Journal of Gerontology: Psychological Sciences Turns 65 sented among these reports. Likewise, the majority of studies included only old adults (67.8%), with comparisons of young and old adults next in frequency ( n = 71, 17.8%), followed by comparisons of middle-aged and old adults ( n = 25, 6.3%). Inclusion of all three age groups was rare ( n = 12, 3%) as were other age group combinations. Table 2 displays the range of sample sizes, revealing that about 28% of investigators analyzed data from small samples of fewer than 100 persons, about 41% had medium samples ranging from 100 to 499 people, and 28% used large samples of 500 or more participants. Table 3 shows the distribution of statistical procedures used in the quantitative studies. Analysis of variance and regression procedures were most common during the 9 years under investigation, representing approximately 65% of the primary methods employed, with newer multivariate approaches such as structural equation modeling, multilevel modeling, and growth curve analyses representing about 21% of the primary analytic methods. A very small proportion of studies incorporated a secondary analytic method. The articles published in JG: PS from 2000 to 2008 provide a wealth of important information about psychological dimensions of aging. The rigorous review process, as revealed by low acceptance rates (e.g., 16% -20%), means that the very best studies have been made available to scholars, practitioners, and students striving for increased understanding of aging-related abilities, experiences, perceptions, and values. Looking to the future in light of these fi ndings on the characteristics of JG: PS articles over the past decade, it will be important to maintain the quality of contributions to the pages of this journal while advancing knowledge about the psychology of aging in new directions.
I believe the fi eld would be strengthened if the next decade revealed studies that represent a wider range of psychological processes, employ multiple occasions of measurement, include not only old individuals but also members of their social networks, and use multivariate statistics as well as strong qualitative methods to examine data collected in creative ways. It is also important to have more reports from international scholars and more based on data from multiple countries around the world. Another way of looking ahead while celebrating the past 65 years of gerontology research is the decision of GSA journal editors to commission articles from leading scholars on key topics in their respective disciplines. These authors will provide a critical review of current knowledge on the topic and point to future conceptual and methodological directions. The fi rst of the articles on psychological processes of aging, analysis of research on cultural values and caregiving by Bob Knight and Philip Sayegh, appears in this issue. The goal of these anniversary articles is to stimulate new thinking and new research. We hope you fi nd they contribute to advancing your own understanding of the psychology of aging.
Finally, I look back over the past 2 years with deep gratitude for Liz Stine-Morrow ' s outstanding assistance as Associate Editor of JG: PS . Her wisdom and diligence have contributed greatly to my enjoyment of the editor ' s role as well as to the quality of manuscripts published in the cognitive domain. Looking ahead, I welcome Rob West of Iowa State University to the Associate Editor position with confidence in his capacity to sustain the journal ' s standards and responsiveness to authors. 
